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Application/Control Number: 10/625.744 
Art Unit: 3637 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 
The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

Claims 3-7 ate rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
i™,e«e for failing .0 par«cu,ari, poin. out and dis«nc«, Cain, «,e subject matter «hich 
applicant regards as the invention. For Cain, 3, line 2, the phrase "wKhin said and " is 
..Sing its subject making . indefln«e. For Cain, 5, "said bad. pand" lacKs antecedent 
basis. 

Claim Rejections ■ 35 USC § 102 
The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
fom, the basis for the rejecUons under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

States. 

Claim 1 is rejecjed under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Pullman 
(5 333.885). Pullman teaches a "portable nail salon' (Fig. 5) comprising: a body with a 
rear panel (13). left and right sides (11.12) with a tube handle (23.24) «,ere between, a 
base (14), wheels (16) and upper and lower panels/shelves (18 and 38). 

Claims 1 and 2 are rejected under 36 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Marsh (747,741). Marsh teaclies a "portable nail salon" (Fig. 1) comprising: a body with 
a rear panel (A2), left and right sides (A3), a base (A1), upper and lower panels (A4,A6) 
with hinges, a shelf (F). a handle (sides of C), and wheels (B). 
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Claim Rejections • 35 USC J 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 u s e. 103(a) which forms th« basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action; 

Claims 2 and 3 ar» rBjected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Pullman in view of Marsh. As stated above, Pullman teaches the limitations of claim 1 , 
including a body with sides. For claim 2. Pullman fails to teach upper and lower panels 
hinged to the body. March teaches panels (M,A6) hinged to a body. Itwouldhave 
been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to modify 
the body of Pullman by adding hinged panels on the front portion thereof, such as is 
teught by Marsh, to provide additional horizontal shelvesA«orkspaces, when desired, as 
well as closure means for the interior of the body. 

Claims 3 and 4 ar« rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Marsh in view of Fernandez et al (6,405,587). As stated above. Marsh teaches the 
limitations of claims 1 and 2, including a shelf, left and rrght sides and upper and lower 
panels. For clap, 3, Marsh fails to teach plural shelves between the sides. Fernandez 
teaches an inner shelf (30) inside a cart. It would have been obvious to add an inner 
shelf inside the salon of Marsh to provide additional storage space inside the salon. For 
Claim 4, Marsh fails to teach indentations on the upper and lower panels. Fernandez 
teaches holders with indentations (84) attached to a surface, ft would have been 
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Obvious to add hokle>s, such as is taught by Fernandez onto the panels of Marsh, to 
provide a secure storage means/place for small items. 

Claims 5 and 6 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Marsh in view of Fernandez et al and further in view of Muller et al (4,432,1 12). As 
stated above. Marsh in view of Fernandez teaches the limitations of claims 1-4, 
including a rear panel. For claim 5, Marsh in view of Fernandez fails to teach a light on 
,he rear panel. Multer teaches a l^ht (94) on the -^r panel of a cabinet It would have 
been obvious to add a light on the rear panel of the salon of Marsh in view of 
Fernandez, to provide a means insWe the salon which would allow one to better view 

the contents therein. 

Claims 4 is .ejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Pullman 
in vfew of Ma-sh and further in vtew of Fernandez et al. As stated above, Pullman in 
view of Marsh teaches the limitations of daims 1-3, including a she», left and right sk.es 
and upper and lower panels. For claim 4, Pullman in view of Marsh fails to teach 
indentations on the upper and lower panels. Femandez teaches holders with 
indentations (84) attached to a surface. ,. would have been obvious ti, add hokters onto 
the panels of Marsh to pravide a secure storage means/place for small items. 

Claims 5-7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Pullman in view of Ma-sh and Femandez et al and further in view of Muller et al. As 
suted above, Pullman in view of Marsh and Femandez teaches tire limitations of claims 
M, including a rear panel. For dalm 5, Pullman in view of Marsh and Femandez fails 
,0 teach a light on tt,e -ear panel. Muller teaches a light (94) on ti,e rear panel of a 
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cabinet. It would have been obvious to add a light on the rear panel of the salon of 
Pullman in view of Marsh and Fernandez, to provide a means inside the salon which 
would allow one to better view ttie contents therein. 

Any inquiry concerning ttiis communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Janet M. Wilkens whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
6869. The examiner can nomially be reached on Monday-Thursday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor. Lanna Mai can be reached on (571) 272-6867. The fax phone number for 
organization wher* this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
Infomrattoni^arding the status of an application may be obtained fn>m the 
PatentApplicationlnfomration Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status infomration tor 
published applications ma, be obtained fror, either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status infom,ation for unpublished applications is available tt,rough Private PAIR only. 
For more infomration about the PAIR system, see http://pair^i.ect.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to ttie automated infom,a«on 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

JANET U. WILKENS 

Wilkens PRIMARY EXAMINER 

March 1,2007 \\Jf^^i^^; 
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